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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 4/1 , 4/2, and 4/3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the admitted prior art in view of Nichol and Nagata et al for the same 
reasons as expressed in paragraph 2 of the Office action dated 1-22-08. 

3. Claims 1 -3, 4/1 , 4/2, 4/3, 1 0-1 2, and 1 9-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over the references as set forth above in paragraph 2 further 
taken with Soviet Union Patent 1074719 (newly cited) and optionally further taken with 
Japanese Patent 2-60674 (newly cited). 

The reference to the admitted prior art clearly expressed that it was known at the 
time the invention was made to employ a roller coating arrangement to apply a coating 
of a hot melt material upon a wooden substrate wherein the coating system included a 
roller coater as well as a roller for metering the coating upon the substrate. The 
reference to the admitted prior art does not specify that the coating was applied from 
above the substrate, however in order for the coating to be self leveling, one skilled in 
the art would have understood that the coating must have been applied on the upper 
surface of the board for there to be any self leveling effects. To further evidence that 
one skilled in the art was well aware of coating a board over the upper surface with a 
roller which included a metering roller as well as a pool of adhesive disposed between 
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the metering roller and the coating roller, the reference to Soviet Union Patent 719 is 
cited. 

Soviet Union 719 suggested that those skilled in the art knew to coat the upper 
surface of a wooden board with adhesive with a roller 4 where the roller 4 was 
associated with a metering roller 5 for regulating the amount of adhesive from pool 7 
which is applied to the board as the board was passed through the coating mechanism. 
The reference made it clear that those versed in the art of coating a wooden board with 
an adhesive would have performed such an operation with a roller coating mechanism 
which was disposed above the wooden substrate and which included a metering roller 
associated with the coating roller as well as a pool of adhesive (provided between the 
rollers with the assist of dams 6). The reference to Soviet Union 719 does not expressly 
state that it coats the entirety of the upper surface, however the purpose of the adhesive 
coating was to provide for plywood production and one skilled in the art therein would 
have expected that the entirety of the surface would have been coated with the 
adhesive thereon. Additionally, note that the coating roller does not appear to have any 
grooves or recesses therein and the roller appears to extend over the entire surface of 
the wooden board being coated (with the pool of adhesive in contact with the entire 
surface of the roller) and thus it appears the entirety of the board is coated with the 
adhesive material. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize 
the conventional coating techniques of the admitted prior art which included a roller 
coater and a metering roller which defined a pool of adhesive which dispensed the 
adhesive upon a wooden board wherein the upper surface of the board was coated with 
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the adhesive material from above the board as suggested by Soviet Union Patent 
1074719 when applying the hot melt glue to the wooden boards as defined above in 
paragraph 2. 

It should be noted regarding the newly presented claims: (1) that the admitted 
prior art suggested that it was known to apply decorative paper or films to the adhesive 
coated wooden substrates to make various furnishings and interior materials (note that 
architectural materials as defined in applicant's specification appears to be nothing 
more than decorative panels used as interior furnishings, see page 8 of the 
specification: "suitable for architectural materials such as decorative panels, particularly 
for interior furnishings"), and; (2) that the substrate in Soviet Union Patent '719 is clearly 
horizontally disposed during the coating operation therein. Regarding the previously 
presented dependent claims, it should be noted that the use of plural coating devices 
was taken as conventional in the art as a function of the desired thickness of the 
adhesive coating one wished to achieve and applicant did not traverse this Official 
notice. Applicant is referred to the previous Office actions for a complete discussion of 
the dependent claims. 

While it appears that the entire surface of the wooden substrate was coated with 
adhesive with the coating device from above the surface with the roller 4 in Soviet Union 
Patent '719 as discussed above, the reference did not expressly state that the surface 
of the substrate was completely covered with adhesive (as noted above it would appear 
that this would have to have been the case based upon the depicted structure of the 
coating apparatus). To further evidence that the roller coater of the same type as Soviet 
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Union 719 liaving a metering roller disposed there against and a pool of adhesive 
between the metering roller and the coating roller would have completely coated the 
surface of the wooden substrate, the reference to Japanese Patent '674 is cited. 
Japanese Patent '674 taught that one skilled in the art would have completely coated 
the surface of the wooden substrate with a roller coater and metering roller and a pool 
of adhesive disposed there between as depicted in Figure 3(a) and as described in the 
abstract of disclosure. Clearly, one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have readily understood that the coating device of Soviet Union '719 was 
designed to coat the entirety of the wooden surface as evidenced by Japanese Patent 
"674. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art of coating a wooden 
substrate with a roller coater which included a metering roller and a pool of adhesive 
from which the adhesive was coated that the entire upper surface of the substrate would 
have been coated as evidenced by Japanese Patent 2-60674 when using the coating 
system of the admitted prior art and Soviet Union 1074719 to coat the upper surface of 
a wooden substrate when applying an adhesive coating tot eh same prior to application 
of a decorative covering to the wooden substrate as taught above in paragraph 2. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -3, 4/1 , 4/2, 4/3, 1 0-1 2 and 1 9-22 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The applicant essentially argues that the prior art failed to teach that one skilled 
in the art would have coated the wooden substrate with the hot melt adhesive from 
above the substrate with a roller coater and metering roller arrangement wherein the 
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entire upper surface of tine wooden substrate was coated witli the adhesive material. 
The applicant is advised that the references to Soviet Union 719 and Japanese Patent 
'674 clearly suggested coating the wooden substrate in the claimed manner and 
additionally provide evidence that those skilled in the art reading the background of the 
invention would have understood that the self leveling effects referred to as well as the 
roller coater and metering roller arrangement referred to would have been from above 
the substrate to coat the upper surface of the wooden substrate. 

It should be noted that claims 4/1 , 4/2, and 4/3 relate solely to the product and 
the specific manner in which the product was manufactured (coated) is of little 
patentable import. It should be noted that applicant addressed the rejection of these 
claims as if the processing performed mattered, however this is not the case as the 
identified references clearly taught providing the specified hot melt adhesive upon a 
wooden substrate (where one used a roller coater and wherein one varied the speed of 
the substrate or the speed of the coating roller to apply the coating). Applicant is 
advised that the arguments relating to coating from above the substrate on the upper 
surface of the wooden substrate and even the use of a roller to apply the coating are 
immaterial to the identified product claims and have not been found to be persuasive. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to tin is final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeff Aftergut whose telephone number is 571-272-1212. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30-4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jeff H. Aftergut/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1791 
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